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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -20 are pending in this application. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 1/22/08 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1-12 and 14 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. As per claim 1, line 10, "instruction, said" should read —instruction, said — or — 
instruction. Said—. 

b. As per claims 2-12 and 14, applicant should consider replacing "A device" in 
claims 2-12 with "The device" as recited in claim 17 for consistency. Claim 14 is 
objected to for the same reason. 

4. Claims 3 and 5 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to 
cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or 
rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. For example, in claim 3, it appear that "a program 
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component for searching" is refer to as an alternative of "a control for searching" and not further 
limiting the "control for searching" and therefore does not include every limitation of 
independent claim 1 (see 1 12 2 nd paragraph rejection for claims 3 and 5 below and MPEP 
608.01(n) (III)). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 3-5 and 16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

a. The following terms lack antecedent basis: 

i. As per claim 16- said instructions, line 5. 

b. The following claim language is indefinite: 

i. As per claim 4, it is uncertain whether the term "those" refers to "the 
found overlapping events". The use of pronoun render the claim unclear, applicant 
should consider replacing the pronoun with the actual limitation. For examination 
purposes "those" would be treated as "the found overlapping events" for the remainder of 
this office action. 
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ii. As per claim 3, it is uncertain if the "control" that searches possible 
overlapping events as indicated in claim 1 is the same as the "program component" that 
performs the same function. Claim 5 is rejected for the same reason. For examination 
purposes they will be treated as the same for the remainder of this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

8. Claims 1-12, 15-17 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non- statutory subject matter. 

9. Claim 1 is an apparatus claim directed to software alone without claiming associated 
computer hardware required for execution. More specifically, the claimed device comprise a 
calendar application and a control for performing various functions with no associating 
hardware. Claims 2-12 and 17 are dependent claims of claim 1 and do not support the hardware 
requirement for implementing the apparatus of claim 1, therefore they are rejected for the same 
reason. 

10. Claims 15-16 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter because they are lacking utilities. More specifically, 
these claims recite the limitation "a computer readable medium having a program component," 



Application/Control Number: 10/775,545 



Page 5 



Art Unit: 2195 

but failed to indicate what permits the program component to be realized (i.e. the computer 
executable code or instructions must be stored in a computer readable medium, and executed 
a computer element to perform control of a technical procedure ). See MPEP 2106.01. 



1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



12. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nishizawa 
(US Publication 2002/0004734) in view of Dean et al. (hereafter Dean) (US Patent 6,167,379). 

13. As to claim 13, Nishizawa teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
method comprising: 

receiving a high priority event to be added to a calendar application [paragraph 46, line 
10-16; Fig. 4; S3-S4, Fig. 5], 

searching possible overlapping events in said calendar application as a response to 
receiving said high priority event [paragraph 46, lines 16-19; S5, Fig. 5], 

when one or more overlapping events are found, deleting the overlapping event(s) 
[paragraph 46, lines 19-25; S6-S9, Fig. 5], 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
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processing the one or more overlapping events including selecting certain overlapping 
events and for allocating a memory block usage according to the selection of the certain 
overlapping events [paragraph 57, lines 3-9; S2, Fig. 12]. 



14. Nishizawa does not explicitly teach presenting said found one or more overlapping events 
with one or more processing alternatives for processing the found events, receiving a processing 
instructions comprise at least one of the following: deleting an overlapping event, removing an 
overlapping event, silencing an overlapping event (The examiner's interpretation of various 
recitations of "an overlapping event" as one of the one or more overlapping events for antecedent 
basis). However, Dean teaches presenting overlapping events to a user along with one or more 
processing alternatives for processing the found events, and receiving a processing instruction 
including replacement of the overlapping event [Dean, col. 4, lines 54-59; Fig. 3; 46, Fig. 4; 60, 
Fig. 5]. 



15. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the teaching of automatic handling of conflicting events by Nishizawa with the 
user initiated conflicting events handling by Dean because of the inadequacy of computer 
automated handling of conflicting events in certain situations as being considered by Dean 
[Dean, col. 6, lines 12-24 and 26-39]. 



16. 



As to claim 14, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 13 above. 
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17. As to claim 18, Nishizawa as modified teaches the invention substantially as claimed 
including wherein said removing comprises removing said overlapping event to said memory 
block for possible later recovery in case of cancellation of an added high priority event 
[paragraph 57, lines 5-33; paragraphs 58 and 62]. 

18. As to claim 15, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 13 above. In addition, 
Nishizawa as modified teaches a calendar application [Figs. 2-4; Dean, abstract] and a program 
component for performing the various functionalities [28, 32, Fig. 2; Dean, Figs. 1-2]. 

19. As to claim 19, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 8 above. 

20. As to claim 16, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 15 above. 

21 . As to claim 20, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 8 above. 

22. As to claim 1, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 15 above. 

23. As to claims 2-5, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 1 and 15 above. 

24. As to claim 6, Nishizawa as modified teaches the invention substantially as claimed 
including wherein a high priority event is selectable from a menu of said calendar application 
[paragraph 45; Fig. 4]. 
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25. As to claim 7, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 18 above. In addition, 
Nishizawa as modified teaches recovering found, timely matching, previously removed, 
overlapping events to the calendar application [paragraph 57, lines 9-20; paragraphs 58 and 62]. 

26. As to claim 8, Nishizawa as modified teaches the invention substantially as claimed 
including wherein said control is for comparing time associated to the high priority event to a 
respective time of said calendar application for finding possible overlapping events from the 
calendar application [abstract]. 

27. As to claim 9, Nishizawa as modified teaches the invention substantially as claimed 
including wherein said calendar application is situated in said device using said calendar 
application [paragraph 35, lines 1-8; Fig. 1; Dean, abstract]. 

28. As to claim 10, Nishizawa as modified teaches the invention substantially as claimed 
including wherein said calendar application is situated in a remote device being connected to said 
device using the calendar application [Dean, abstract; col. 3, line 52-col. 4, line 41]. 

29. As to claims 11-12, Nishizawa as modified teaches the invention substantially as claimed 
including wherein the received high priority event is recognized by the control unit of the 
device/the calendar application [Schedule processing unit receiving the input and subsequently 
manipulating the calendar, paragraph 35; paragraph 46, lines 13-25; 28, 32, Fig. 2]. 
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30. As to claim 17, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 18 above. 

3 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,781,920 to Bates et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,774,867 to Fitzpatrick et al, 
U.S. Patent No. 7,299,193 and U.S. Publication 2003/0149606 to Cragun et al. teach handling of 
conflicting scheduling events. 

Response to Arguments 

32. Applicant's arguments filed 1/22/08 have been fully considered but are mooted in view of 
the new ground of rejection. 

33. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qing-Yuan Wu whose telephone number is (571)272-3776. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-6:00pm Monday-Thursday and alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
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applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Qing-Yuan Wu/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2194 

/Meng-Ai An/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2195 



